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JUIH) & DeTWBILER, PRINTERS, WASHINGTON, D. C. , NOVEMBBR 23, 1900. 


In' the Court of Appeals ot the District of Columbia, 


Charles L. McUin, Appellant, 

vs. 

The United States. 


No. 1033. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States ) 

vs.' >No. 22363. Criminal. 

Charles L. McUin. J 


United States of America, 
.District of Columbia , 



Be it remembered that in the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, at the city of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed- 
ings had in the above-entitled cause, to wit : 


1 ' Indictment. 

Filed in Open Court Feb. 5, 1900. J. R. Young, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding a Crim- 
inal Term, January Term, A. D. 1900. 

District of Columbia, ss : 

The grand jurors of the United States of America in and for the 
District of Columbia aforesaid upon their oath do present — 

That one Charles L. McUin, late of the District aforesaid, on the 
twenty-ninth day of December, in the year of our Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and ninety-nine, and at the District aforesaid, 
in and upon one Robert Turner, in the peace of God and of the said 
United States then and there being, feloniously, wilfully, and of his 
malice aforethought did ma£e an assault, and that the said Charles 
L. McUin with a certain knife the said Robert Turner, in and upon 
the left side of the head of him, the said Robert Turner, then and 
there feloniously, wilfully, and of his malice aforethought did strike, 
stab, cut, and penetrate, giving to the said Robert Turner, then and 
there, with the knife aforesaid, in and upon the left side of the head 
of him, the said Robert Turner, one mortal wound of the width of 
one inch and of the depth of three inches, of which said mortal 
wound the said Robert Turner, from the said twenty-ninth day of 
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December, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-nine, until the thirtieth day of December, in the same year, 
and at the District aforesaid, did languish and, languishing, did 
live ; on which said thirtieth day of December, in the year 

2 aforesaid and at the District aforesaid, the said Robert Turner 
of the mortal wound aforesaid did die. 

And so the grand jurors aforesaid upon their oath aforesaid do 
say that the said Charles L. McUin the said Robert Turner, in man- 
ner and by the means aforesaid, feloniously, wilfully, and of his 
malice aforethought, did kill and murder, against the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided and against the peace and 
Government of the said United States. 

THOMAS H. ANDERSON, 

Attorney of the United States in and for the 

District of Columbia. 

(Endorsed:) No. 22363. United States vs. Charles L. McUin. Mur- 
der. Witnesses : Larkin W. Glazebrook, M. D., Austin A. Darrah, 
Bertha Crown, Arthur Stahl, M. P., Scott E. Grand, James W. How- 
dershell. A true bill. Edward Stevens, foreman. 

3 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


TuevSday, Feb’y 6 , 1900 . 

The court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice Clabaugh presiding. • 

* * * * * * * 


United States 
vs. 

Charles L. McUin. 


No. 22363. Indicted for the Murder of 
Robert Turner. 


. Come as well the attorney of the United States as the defendant 
m proper person, in custody of the warden of the jail of the District 
of Columbia ; and thereupon, the defendant being arraigned upon 
the indictment, he pleads thereto not guilty, and for trial puts him- 
self upon the country, and the attorney of the United States doth 
the like. 
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Memorandum. 


April 19, 1900.— Jury sworn and respited from day to day until- 
April 21, 1900. — V erdict, guilty as indicted. 
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Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Friday, May 18, 1900. 

The court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. 
Justice Clabaugh presiding. 

*1* vi# 

■''!> *T* *T* 'J' 


United States 

vs. 

Charles L. McUin. 


No. 22363. Convicted of the Murder of 
Robert Turner. 


Come as well the attorney of the United States as the defendant 
in proper person, in custody of the warden of the jail of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and by his attorney, T. L. Jeffords, Esq. ; and 
thereupon, the defendant’s motion for a new trial having been here- 
tofore argued and submitted to the court, it is considered by the 
court that said motion be, and it is hereby, overruled ; whereupon 
the attorney of the United States moves the court to pronounce the 
sentence of the law in this case, and it is immediately demanded of 
the defendant what further he has to say why the sentence of the 
law should not be pronounced against him, and he says nothing 
except as he has already said ; whereupon it is considered by the 
court that for his said offense the said defendant be taken by the 
warden aforesaid to the common jail, from whence he came, and 
there to be kept in close confinement, and that on Friday, the 
5 twenty-seventh (27th) day of July, A. D. 1900, he be taken 
to the place prepared for his execution within the walls of 
the said jail, and then and there, between the hours of twelve (12) 
o’clock meridian and two (2) o’clock postmeridian of the same day, 
he, the said defendant, be hanged by the neck until he be dead, and 
may God have mercy on his soul. And thereupon the defendant, by 
his attorney, prays an appeal to the Court of Appeals of the District 
of Columbia, which is allowed by the court; whereupon the attor- 
ney for the defendant moves the court to fix the amount of the bond 
in this case on said appeal; which motion is granted, and said bond 
is fixed in the sum of one hundred dollars ($100). 


6 Filed May 23, 1900. J. R. Young, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States ) 

vs. >No. 22363. Criminal. 

Charles L. McUin. j 

The President of the United States to Thomas H. Anderson, attorney 
of the United States in and for the District of Columbia, Greeting : 

You are hereby cited and admonished to be and appear at a 
Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, upon the docketing the 
cause therein under and as directed by the rules of said court, pur- 
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suant to an appeal noted in open court in the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia on the 18th day of May, 1900, wherein Charles 
L. MeUin is appellant and The United States are appellee-, to show 
cause, if any there be, why the judgment rendered against the said 
appellant should not be corrected and why speedy justice should not 
be done to the parties in that behalf. 

Witness the Honorable Edward F. Bing- 
Seal Supreme Court ham, Chief Justice of the supreme court of 
of the District of the District of Columbia, this 22d day of May, 
Columbia. in the year of our Lord one thousand nine 

hundred. 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 

Service of the above citation accepted this 23 day of May, 1900. 

T. H. ANDERSON, 
Attorney for Appellee. 

7 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Thursday, June 7, 1900. 

The court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Justice 
Clabaugh presiding. 

^ ^ ^ 


United States 

vs. 

Charles L. McUin. 


No. 22363. Convicted of the Murder of Rob- 
ert Turner. 


Come as well the attorney of the United States as the defendant, 
by his attorney, T. L. Jeffords, Esq.; whereupon, the defendant’s 
motion to be relieved from furnishing a bond on appeal to the Court 
of Appeals in this cause, and for a transcript of the record without 
cost to said defendant, coming on to be heard, it is considered by 
the court that said motion be, and it is hereby, granted. 


Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Monday, July 9, 1900. 

The court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Chief 
Justice Bingham presiding. 

* * * * * * * , 


United States 

vs. 

Charles L. McUin. 


No. 22363. Convicted of the Murder of Rob- 
ert Turner. 


Come as well the attorney of the United States as the defendant, 
by his attorney, T. L. Jeffords, Esq. ; whereupon, it appear- 
8 ing to the court that the appeal taken by the defendant in 
this cause cannot be heard by the Court of Appeals prior to 
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the 27th day of July, A. D. 1900, the date fixed for the execution of 
said defendant, upon motion of the attorney for the defendant, it is, 
this 9th day of July, A. D. 1900, ordered that the sentence of death 
pronounced on the defendant on the 18th day of May, A. D. 1900, 
to take effect on Friday, the 27th day of July, A. D. 1900, between 
the hours of twelve (12) o’clock meridian and two (2) o’clock post- 
meridian, be, and it is hereby, stayed and postponed until Friday, 
the 23d day of November, A. D. 1900,. between the hours named in 
said sentence. 


Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Monday, October 1, 1900. 

The court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Justice 
Cole presiding. 

vt* vb vl# vi# 

^ 


United States 
vs. 

Charles L. McUin. 


No. 22363. Convicted of Murder of Robert 

Turner. 


It is by the court ordered that the present April term, 1900, of the 
court be, and it is hereby, prolonged for the period of eight (8) days 
for the purpose of settling and filing the bill of exceptions in this 
cause. 


9 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, October 6, 1900, 

Justice Clabaugh Presiding. 


United States 

vs. 

Charles L. McUin. 


No. 22363. Convicted of Murder of Robert 

Turner. 


Now comes here the defendant, by his attorney, and presents to 
the court his bill of exceptions to the rulings of the court taken at 
the trial of this cause, and prays that the same may be. signed, 
sealed, and made a part of the record, which is done accordingly, 
nunc pro tunc. 

Bill of Exceptions . 

Filed in Open Court Oct. 6, 1900. J. R. Young, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding Criminal 

Term. 

The United States ) 

- vs. V Indictment No, 22363. 

Charles L. McUin, Defendant. J 

Be it remembered that at the trial of the above-entitled cause, 
during the term above mentioned, before one of the justices of the 
said court and a jury, the above-named defendant was tried upon 
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an indictment charging him with murder. The United States at- 
torney and assistant U. S. attorney, for the U. S. ; J. D. Richardson 
and T. L. Jeffords, for defendant. 

After the jury was sworn the United States gave evidence 

10 tending to show that the defendant killed one Robert Turner, 

in the District of Columbia, December 28th, 1899, by stab- 
bing him in the head with a knife ; that said defendant had been 
paying special attentions to one Bertha Crown for about a year prior 
to September, 1899, during which time defendant made a proposal of 
marriage to her, which she declined ; that in the said month of Sep- 
tember said defendant and Bertha Crown quarreled because of his 
jealousy, he objecting to other men speaking to her ; that thereafter 
defendant begged her repeatedly to make up with him, but that she 
declined, and about two months prior to the tragedy she became 
acquainted with the deceased, Turner, who took a liking to her and 
visited her; that on the 28th day of December, 1899, defendant 
came to the house where Bertha Crown lived, and where he had 
formerly boarded, in an intoxicated condition, about two o’clock in 
the afternoon, and slept several hours ; that late in the afternoon 
Bertha Crown, as was her custom, carried two baskets containing 
meals to the employees of the street railway at a point near her 
residence, and while "waiting for them was met by Turner, the de- 
ceased ; that while standing upon the corner with Turner the defend- 
ant passed by and made some remark that neither Bertha nor Turner 
understood, and that thereafter Turner accompanied her back to the 
house, whither she went to obtain more baskets ; that when she 
went into the house Turner awaited her on the steps ; that she came 
out of the house with a basket in each hand, and-'as she and Turner 
came down the steps together defendant stepped into the yard and 
knocked the basket out of her right hand; that then the three 

walked out upon the sidewalk and Bertha said to defendant, 

11 “You had better go away and leave me alone,” and that 

Turner then said to Bertha, “ I have got to go to work,” and 

walked forward toward her, when defendant grabbed him and asked 
him what he was doing there, and gave him one blow in the chest, 
took hold of him with his left hand and struck him a second blow 
in the direction of his head ; whereupon Turner fell and defendant 
jumped upon him ; that after Turner was taken to the house there 
was a great deal of blood on the • sidewalk where he fell and upon 
his cap. 

The United States further offered evidence tending to show 
that when defendant was arrested a pocket-knife was found in his 
pocket, which was identified as belonging to him, and which was 
covered with blood, as were the fingers of defendant’s hand ; that 
Turner died the following morning, as the result of a stab wound iii 
the left side of his head, said wound being such an one as would 
have been naturally made by the aforesaid knife. 

The United States also offered evidence tending to show that de- 
fendant had threatened the life of the deceased, but there was no 
evidence that these threats were communicated to the deceased. 
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The United States called said Bertha Crown as a witness. 

The following is a copy of a part of her testimony : 

“ Q. What, if anything, happened?. 

A. After I came out I had a basket, and he wanted me to let him 
carry it, and I said, ‘No ; I came after it and I will go back with it.’ 
So when I got half way home he jerked me by the back of my head 
and said, ‘Are you going to let me carry this?’ He said, ‘Come 
with me/ and I said, ‘ No,. I won’t.’ • Then he said if I would 

12 go home and tell them all that he had followed me, that he 
would take my life. He said also that if I spoke to Mr. Floyd 

that he would take my life. 

Q. Was that in October? 

A. October 1st. 

Q. Was this in the daytime or in the evening that he followed you 
up to your sister’s ? 

A. It was about 8 o’clock at night. 

Q. After Mr. Turner 

Mr. .Jeffords: If your honor please/this matter of threat to this 
girl I think is not proper in this case, and I presume counsel did not 
intend to have that get into the case, and I ask that that go out— 
the threat on this gild’s life. 

The Court : Does the Government insist on that ? 

The District Attorney: We think it is perfectly proper as show- 
the intensity of his devotion and love for this girl, his jealousy, and 
his determination to force her to become reconciled to his further 
attentions to her. 

The Court: It seems to me, Mr. Jeffords, that that goes into the 
question of motive. If it goes beyond that, of course it would -not 
amount to anything. 

Mr. Jeffords : That- would be true if it had been an assault upon 
this person ; but, so. far as the state of the testimony stands now, we 
do not know whether it was before or after this girl knew this man. 

The Court : She said it was in the first of October. 

The Witness : I guess it was about the, first of October ; that is * 
the nearest 5 1 can come to it. 

Mr. Jeffords : I object to that, and ask that it go out of the 
record — the threat made by McUin on this girl. 

The Court : I will admit it as a circumstance that may 

13 throw light on the motive hereafter. If no motive appears, it 
will not be testimony. For the present I will let it stay in. 

Mr. Jeffords : And only for the purpose of showing, as your 
honor says, motive ? 

Mr. Gould: Yes. 

Mr. J effords : I note an exception to that being in for any pur- 
pose. 

The Court : Very well.” 

The following is a copy of another part of her testimony : 

“ Q. Did you have any conversation with McUin in regard to 
Turner? . . 
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A. No, sir. 

Q. What did he say to you, if anything, in regard to meeting or 
talking with other gentlemen ? 

Mr. Jeffords : Others than Turner, do you mean? 

The District Attorney : No ; if she wants to exclude 

Mr. Jeffords: I object. 

The District Attorney : I ask that the witness be allowed to 
answer the question, and' it will then be time enough for you to 
object, when anything comes in that you think improper. 

Mr. Jeffords : I object to this until the last question and answer 
shall have been read. 

The reporter read the last two questions and answers. 

Mr. Jeffords: I want to know what that means — other gentle- 
men — including Turner or leaving him out ? 

The District Attorney : The witness can do just as she pleases. 
I have asked the question and she can answer it, 

Mr. Jeffords : I object to the question. 

14 The Court : Answer the question. 

A. He would only tell me that he did not want me to talk 
with any of the men ; that he did not want me to talk with anybody 
else but him. That was Mr. McUin. 

Mr. Jeffords : I object to that and ask that it go out of the rec- 
ord. 

The Court : I think it is proper. 

Mr. Jeffords: We note an exception. 

The Court : Very well.” 

The United States called Scott E. Grant as a witness. 

The following is a copy of a part of his testimony : 

“ Q. Was your attention called to any trouble ori the street? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By whom ? 

A. Bertha Crown. 

Q. In what way ? 

A. Well, I was upstairs, in my room, and she hollered to me and 
said, £ Mr. Grant, come out here. Mr. Turner has knocked Mr. Mc- 
Uin in the head/ 

Mr. Jeffords: I object to any such conversation as that, and ask 
the court to instruct the jury to disregard it and strike it out. 

The Court : It was in the presence of the defendant, and is part 
of the res gestae, I suppose. 

Mr. Jeffords: The witness herself has testified, and nothing of 
that kind occurred, according to her testimony. 

The Court : She said she called to Mr. Grant, who was in the 
second-story room. 

Mr. Jeffords: She said that she called for Mr. Grant, but she 
did not say that Mr. McUin had struck anybody in the head 

15 or knocked anybody down. 

The Court : That is a matter for the jury. I think it is ad- 
missible. 
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Mr. Jeffords : We note an exception to the court’s ruling. 

The Court : Very well. 

Q. I wish you would repeat what it was that she said. 

Mr. Jeffords.: I want to object to this witness repeating what 
Bertha Crown said. 

The District Attorney: Do you object to the answer being 
read by the reporter ? 

Mr. Jeffords : No ; it will have to be read if you want it read. 

The District Attorney : I think we prefer to get it again from 
the witness. Let him answer. 

Mr. Jeffords : We object to that. 

The Court : The objection is overruled. 

A. She called to me and said, ‘ Mr. Grant, come out here. Mr. 
McUin has knocked Mr. Turner in the head.’ 

Mr. Jeffords : We note an exception.” 

The following is a copy of another part of Scott E. Grant’s testi- 
mony : 

“ Q. Do you know whether he was a suitor for her hand or not ? 

A. Well, I understand that they were engaged to be married. 

Q. Did you have any talk with McUin about it ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did he say to you ? 

Mr. Jeffords : I want to object to that. It appears that they 
were lovers. This witness sa}^s he understands that they 
16 were engaged to be married. I think the details of their 
conversation may be left out, for there is no reason why it 
should go in, and I cannot see any. 

The District Attorney : It is already in. It was pretty thor- 
oughly in the case yesterday. 

The Court : I do not exactly see what relevancy it has except 
upon the question of motive, as was suggested yesterday. Is that 
the line? 

The District Attorney : That is the line exactly, your honor. 

The reporter read the question : 

1 Did you have any talk with McUin about it ? ’ 

Mr. Jeffords : I suppose the it means the engagement. I sup- 
pose that was the engagement to be married. 

The District Attorney : Not exactly that, but what he said to 
Mm in regard to their relations. I think that form of question will 
elicit what we want, as well as any other. 

• The Court : If that is the point of inquiry, I think it is relevant. 

Mr, Jeffords : We note an exception to the court’s ruling. 

The Court : Very well. 

Q. You may now proceed with your answer. 

A. Well, Mr. McUin asked me to try and get Bertha to make up 
with him. 
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Q. Go right on and state all you have to say on that subject. 

A. And, moreover, he told me that the thing happened like that 
down at his home in Tennessee. 

Q. A thing like what ? 

17 A. Like this : that he was engaged to be married to a girl 
down there, and an old son of a — came between them and 

broke — he had reference then to Mr. Floyd. 

Q. I could not catch exactly what his remark was in regard to 
some trouble he had down in Tennessee. It was a matter of some 
kind ? 

A. Yes, sir. He said he had some trouble in Tennessee of the 
same kind ; that it was an old son of a — do you want me to say the 
whole thing ? 

Q. Certainly. 

A. That an old son of a bitch had come in between them and 
parted them like Floyd had him and Bertha. 

Q. What else did he say, if anything, in regard to the Tennessee 
matter? 

A. He said, ‘An old son of a bitch; if he don’t stop talking to 
her. I will kill him.’ ” 

The United States called Maggie Howdershell as a witness. 

The following is a copy of a part of her testimony : 

“ Q. Did you have any conversation with McUin in regard to 
Miss Bertha ? 

A. Once he met me on the corner and asked me if I would not 
make friends with her for him. 

Mr. Jeffords : We object to that. The time is not fixed. 

Mr. Gould : If counsel will state his objections to the court, it 
would be possible for us to reach a decision much more readily. 

The Court : What is it? I did not hear. Neither counsel is 
aware that at times they get very confidential in the way of the 
examination of witnesses. Thev talk to each other, and half 

18 the time I do not know what is said. What was it? 

Mr. Jeffords : The question was, ‘ Did you and Mr. McUin 
have any conversation about Bertha at any time ? ’ That was it, in 
substance. The answer was, ‘Yes.’ Then the witness went onto 
say what they said, and I interrupted at that point by an objection. 
The time has not been fixed, and the counsel expects to ask what was 
said. If it was asked I object. 

Mr. Gould : The objection, I said, if the ground was stated to the 
court it would facilitate matters. I think it is fair to counsel and. 
the court' that we should know the grounds of the objection. Coun- 
sel for the defendant says we object. We do not know what the 
trouble is. 

The Court : What is the objection ? I suppose the testimony only 
goes to the question as to what time it was. 

Mr. Jeffords : The time has not been fixed; that is one ground, 
and, I suppose, sufficient— when she. had the conversation with Mr. 
McUin about Bertha Crown. 
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By Mi\ Gould i 

Q. When was that ? 

A. I could not tell you. 

Q. About when ? 

A. About a month before the murder 

Q. State what the conversation was. 

A. It was a very few words. 

Mr. Jeffords : We object to the conversation. 

'j'he Court: Why do you object? 

Mr. Jeffords : We object because this is a statement of a witness 
about what Mr. McUin said to her about Bertha Crown a month 
before this affair, and said to her on the street. Now, the de- 

19 fendant here is called to answer for the killing of a man in 
December, and what this witness said and what the defendant 

said to this witness prior to that about the affair between him. and 
his young lady I do not see is pertinent in any way. 

The Court : Mr. Gould, have you anything to say ? . 

Mr. Gould : The limit of evidence that will show the motive or 
tend to show the motive in a homicide case is very broad. We 
have already brought evidence here to show the relations between 
this young girl, Bertha Crown, and this defendant. Now, we wish 
to show by this witness — I do not know what the answer will be — 
any statement which this defendant made which would indicate his 
affection for the young lady, Bertha Crown, about whom or on ac- 
count of whose jealousty he killed this man, and I am surprised 
that there should be any objection offered to any testimony that 
may be tendered to fairly show the relations between this young 
lady, Bertha Crown, and the defendant. We offer it for the pur- 
pose of showing the motive which inspired the crime. 

The Court : I think that is competent. 

Mr. Jeffords : We note an exception. 

The Court : Yes ; note an exception. 

(By Mr. Gould:) ^ 

Q. If this conversation related in any way to the relations exist- 
ing between this defendant, McUin, and Miss Bertha Crown, state 
what it was. 

A. He simply asked me if I would make friends with Bertha for 
him. 

Q. That is, restore the friendly relations between him and Bertha ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. This was a month, you say, before the homicide ? 

20 A. About that time. 

Q. And that was all the conversation ? 

A. Yes, sir. I told him that I would have nothing to do with it.” 

The defendant testified in his own behalf, and there was no other 
testimony for the defense. He testified that the knife in question 
was his ; that it had been missing for several days before the date 
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of the offense charged against him ; that he and the deceased met 
on the street at the time in question and had a struggle, but no 
words ; that there was snow on the ground, and in the struggle both 
fell — the deceased fell backwards, throwing up his hands, and the 
defendant fell on top of him and in such a way that his chest was 
over and against the head of the deceased ; that shortly after arising 
to his feet he saw the knife on the ground, and picked it up and put 
it in his pocket ; that the blood on his fingers came from his nose, 
and that he did not kill the deceased ; that when he was taken in- 
doors defendant followed him and offered his handkerchief to wipe 
blood from his face, and waited there till the officer came to arrest 
him. 

That he had killed a man in Tennessee, where he formerly lived ; 
had been convicted on the charge of murder for same, sentenced to ten 
years in the penitentiary upon conviction, and had been pardoned 
after serving under it a little more than one year. He also testified 
that the deceased had killed a man in South Carolina, where he had 
formerly lived, and there was no contradiction of such testimony. 

The testimony in the case did not show that defendant and de- 
ceased ever had any personal difficulty or difference, but did show 
that deceased was a strong, muscular man, weighing about 

21 170 or 180 pounds, and that defendant weighed 120 pounds. 

Counsel for defendant made a motion for a new trial, alleg- 
ing, among other things, the errors presented by this bill of excep- 
tions, and such motion was argued by counsel for both sides and 
overruled by the court. 

The foregoing is the substance of the testimony taken in this case 
and the testimony in extenso , which contains the exceptions taken 
and noted ; and because the matters and things herein recited are 
not matters of record, and because the defendant desires to present 
his exceptions to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, 
he moves the court to sign and seal this his bill of exceptions, to 
have the same force and effect as if each and every one of these ex- 
ceptions had been separately signed and sealed ; which motion is by 
the court granted, and the justice holding said court signs and seals 
this bill of exceptions and makes it a part of the record, agreeable 
to the requirements of law and the rule of court in such cases 
made and provided. 

Done, now for then, this 6th day of October, 1900. 

HARRY M. CLABAUGH, 

Associate Justice. 

22 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Uniter States of America, 

District of Columbia , 

I, John R. Young, clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages, numbered from 1 to 
21, inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, as pre- 
scribed by rule 5 of the Court of Appeals of the District of Colum- 
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bia, in the case of The United States vs. Charles L. McUin, No. 22363, 
criminal, as the same remains upon the files and of record in said 
court. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto subscribe 
Seal Supreme Court my name and affix the seal of said court, at 
of the District of the city of Washington, in said District, this 
Columbia. 13th day of October, A. D. 1900. 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk. 
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